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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 2-6 and 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. The autocalibration firmware 13 which is 
software (p. 4, II. 28-29 of applicant's specification) cannot have a user interface with a 
menu and buttons. It is well known in the art that software is code or commands that 
instruct a computer or processor to perform a task. Software may be used to display a 
menu on a user interface. However, the user interface itself and buttons are well known 
in the art as hardware. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 5-8, 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McConica et al. (DE 10111434), hereafter "McConica" in view of 
Tomaszewski (US 5,918,192) in further view of Uchikawa (US 7,123,294). 
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[Claim 1] McConica discloses a system comprising: 

a digital camera (p. 11, I. 25 -p. 19, 1. 6; Figs. 1&2, "120") that comprises a lens 
(p. 14, I. 16- p. 15, 1. 1; Figs. 1&2, "138"), an image sensor (p. 14, 1. 17 -p. 16, 1. 26; 
Figs. 1-3, "140"), a display (p. 37, II. 16-24), a video output port for coupling the camera 
to a television having a television display screen (p. 11, 1. 25- p. 14, 1. 12; p. 17, II. 19- 
30; Fig. 1, "146"; p. 20, 1. 30 -p. 23, 1. 32; Figs. 1, 2 and 5, "300"; Also refer to p. 37, II. 
16-24), and processing circuitry (p, 14, II. 17-29; p. 16, I. 27 -p. 17, 1. 31; Figs. 1&2, 
"142"); 

a test signal comprising a beacon stored in the digital camera (p. 17, 1. 32 -c. 19, 

I. 6) ; 

and autocalibration firmware (note that applicant's specification defines firmware 
as "software algorithm", p. 3, II. 22-23) that runs on the processing circuitry and when 
the camera is coupled to a television, prompts the user to point the digital camera at the 
television display screen (p. 27, II. 7-10; p. 37, II. 21-23), displays the test signal and 
beacon on the television display screen, images the test signal and beacon displayed 
on the television display screen, determines how much viewing area is available on the 
television display screen, and allows for adjustment the sizes of the images transferred 
from the camera for display on the television display screen to provide for the maximum 
viewing area while minimizing cropping or clipping of the images (p. 28, 1. 33 - c. 33, 1. 
26; Fig. 6; specifically p. 33, II. 12-26). 
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However, McConica does not disclose that the test signal and beacon are moved 
horizontally and vertically towards respective edges of the television screen to 
determine how much viewing area is available on the television display screen. 

Tomaszewski discloses a system comprising a digital camera (c. 2, II. 53-61; Fig. 
1, "120")] a display screen (c. 2, II. 41-52; Fig. 1, "140", "142")] and calibration software 
which prompts a user to point the digital camera at a display screen (c. 3, 1. 54 - c. 4 } I. 
10). Tomaszewski further discloses displaying a test signal on the display screen and 
moving the test signal horizontally and vertically towards respective edges of the 
television screen to characterize the display, and inherently determines how much 
viewing area is available on the television display screen (c. 4, II. 13-50). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
move a test signal over the entire viewing area of the display as disclosed by 
Tomaszewsi in the system disclosed by McConica in order to test/characterize each 
pixel of the display. 

However, McConica in view of Tomaszewski does not disclose that the sizes of 
the images transferred from the camera for display on the television display screen are 
automatically adjusted. 

Uchikawa discloses a method and apparatus for automatically adjusting of size of 
images to fit various display screens (c. 3, //. 17-28; c. 4 } //. 17-39). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
automatically adjust the size of images to fit various display screens as disclosed by 
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Uchikawa in the system disclosed by McConica in view of Tomaszewski in order to 
eliminate user error in trying to resize images. 

[Claim 2] Refer to the rejection of claim 1 and that the digital camera comprises 
a user interface that allows the user to selectively adjust the horizontal and vertical size 
of the displayed image (p. 33, II. 12-26; p. 37, //. 16-24). 

[Claim 5] Refer to the rejection of claim 2 and the user interface comprises a 
menu (c. 37, II. 16-24). 

[Claim 6] Refer to the rejection of claim 2 and the user interface comprises 
buttons (it is inherent that the digital camera interface comprises buttons, at least a 
shutter button). 

Claims 7, 8, 11 and 12 are method claims corresponding to apparatus claims 1, 
2, 5 and 6, respectively. Therefore, claims 7, 8, 11 and 12 are analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed with respect to claims 1, 2, 5 and 6, respectively. 

5. Claims 3, 4, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McConica in view of Tomaszewski in further view of Uchikawa 
and Konishi etal. (JP 2000-138889), hereafter Konishi. 

[Claim 3] McConica in view of Tomaszewski in further view of Uchikawa 
disclose a system that determines an appropriate display size for images on various 
displays (refer to the rejection of claims 1 and 2). However, McConica in view of 
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Tomaszewski in further view of Uchikawa do not disclose that the television display 
screen comprises a 16:9 HDTV television display screen. 

Konishi discloses a system that determines an appropriate display size for 
images on various display devices comprising a display screen that is a 16:9 HDTV 
television display screen ([0005]-[0008]; [0012]; [0016]-[0024]). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
support a 16:9 HDTV screen as disclosed by Konishi in the system disclosed by 
McConica in view of Tomaszewski in further view of Uchikawa in order to display 
images on "future" displays, or state of the art consumer electronic displays and TVs. 

[Claim 4] McConica in view of Tomaszewski in further view of Uchikawa 
disclose a system that determines an appropriate display size for images on various 
displays (refer to the rejection of claims 1 and 2). However, McConica in view of 
Tomaszewski in further view of Uchikawa do not disclose that the television display 
screen comprises a 4:3 NTSC television display screen. 

Konishi discloses a system that determines an appropriate display size for 
images on various display devices comprising a 4:3 NTSC television display screen 
([0005]-[0008]; [0012]; [0016]-[0024]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to support a 4:3 NTSC television 
display screen as disclosed by Konishi in the system disclosed by McConica in view of 
Tomaszewski in further view of Uchikawa in order to display images on older electronic 
display devices, such as CRTs. 
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Claims 9 and 10 are method claims corresponding to apparatus claims 3 and 4, 
respectively. Therefore, claims 9 and 10 are analyzed and rejected as previously 
discussed with respect to claims 3 and 4, respectively. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Anderson (US 6,313,877) discloses a system and method for managing display 
formats for a peripheral display coupled to an digital imaging device. 

Takahashi et al. (US 2004/0061797) disclose a digital camera which performs 
optimum image display on a display device such as a digital TV. 

Aoki et al. (US 5,650,844) disclose a LCD panel image quality inspection system 
and LCD image presampling method. 

Harshbarger, Jr. et al. (US 5.351,201) disclose a method and apparatus for 
evaluating the degradation of a video display device. 

Ahn (US 6,690,818) discloses an apparatus and a method for inspecting an 
image, synchronizing a pattern frame synchronizing signal and an image frame 
synchronizing signal to initiate grabbing an inspection pattern, where the pattern frame 
synchronizing signal and the image frame synchronizing signal have different 
frequencies. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard M. Bemben whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7634. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM-5:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on (571) 272-7304. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



RMB 

6/13/07 
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